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1 . This office action, in response to the remarks filed 1/1 6/2007, is a final office 
action. 



Response to Arguments 

2. The previous objection to the drawings is maintained. Tong discloses the 
QPSK/QAM mapping element 56 in figure 4. Tong discloses figures 6A and figure 6B, 
which are identical to figures 8A and 8B of the instant application. Tong was filed on 
10/2/2002. Figure 7 of the instant application is not prior art. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1/16/2007 regarding the rejections of the claims 
under 35 USC 101 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Interim 
Guidelines for Examination of Patent Applications for Patent Subject Matter Eligibility 
states "If the examiner determines that the claim does not entail the transformation of an 
article, then the examiner shall review the claim to determine if the claim provides a 
practical application that produces a useful, tangible and concrete result" (page 20). 
"The tangible requirement does require that the claim must recite more than a 101 
judicial exception, in that the process claim must set forth a practical application of that 
101 judicial exception to produce a real-world result" (page 21). Claim 1 produces a soft 
demapping value. This is not a tangible result. Therefore, for these reasons and the 
reasons stated in the previous office action, the rejections of claims 1-36 are 
maintained. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 1/16/2007 regarding the rejections of the claims 
under 35 USC 102(b) have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Hassan 
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discloses calculating Euclidean distances between a received vector r and each one of 
a plurality of codewords (column 4, lines 19-21 and column 11, lines 54-58). This is 
shown in figure 7. Decoder 118 comprises block 302 that selects the closest codeword 
(column 4, lines 18-30). Decoder 1 18 further discloses determine reliability block 304, 
which comprises compare block 310 shown in figure 10. Hassan discloses elements 
322 and 324 that calculate the closest distances between the received vector r and a 
hypothetical transmitted codeword having a logical one or zero in a given information bit 
location (column 11, lines 1-15). Since the distances are minimized, the smallest 
distance is selected. The output on line 31 1 is the soft value. For these reasons and the 
reasons stated in the previous office action, the rejections of the claims are maintained. 

Drawings 

5. Figures 1-4, 8A, 8B and 9 should be designated by a legend such as --Prior Art- 
because only that which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). Figures 1-4, 8A, 
8B and 9 are shown in Tong et al (US 2004/0066866) application number 10/263,268 
filed 10/2/2002. Corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The replacement 
sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 
1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

6. Claims 1-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-36 do not contain a tangible result 
and therefore, are non-statutory. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1 -4, 7-1 3, 1 6-1 9, 22-28 and 31-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as 
being anticipated by Hassan et al (US 5,968,198). 

Regarding claims 1-4, 7, 8, 16-19, 22, 23 and 31-35, Hassan discloses a method 
using the decoders shown in figure 4. Hassan provides a codebook comprising symbol 
vectors corresponding to potential combination of transmitted symbols (column 1, lines 
38-47). A codeword is selected that is closest to the received vector (column 1 1 , lines 
54-58). The distance between them is the Euclidean distance (column 4, lines 19-21). 
This output is often referred to as the hard information output (column 1 , lines 38-48). 
Soft information output have historically been generated by the decoder in conjunction 
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with the selection of the closest codeword and it's associated hard information output 
(column 1, lines 65-67). The reliability information comprising the soft information output 
is calculated for each individual symbol (bit) within the hard information output (column 
2, lines 1-3). The closest Euclidean distance between the received data vector and a 
hypothetical codeword having a logic value of one or zero in one of the information bit 
positions. When the value is greater than zero, this means that a zero is more likely for 
the corresponding hard information bit (column 5, lines 30-47). The soft information is 
determined using a log likelihood ratio (column 7, lines 11-30). 

Regarding claims 9-13 and 24-28. Hassan discloses decoding the received 
signal received from a plurality of transmit antennas. Initial solutions are determined by 
this decoding. A decoding space is determined from these solutions comprising a 
limited area wherein the distances are determined. The limited area and the decoding 
space are the constellation lattice. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 5, 6, 20, 21 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Hassan et al (US 5,968,198) in view of "Turbo-coded Modulation for 

Systems with Transmit and Receive Antenna Diversity Over Block Fading Channels: 
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System Model, Decoding Approaches, and practical Considerations" Stefanov et al, 
IEEE Journals on Selected Areas in Communications, IEEE INC. New York, vol. 19, no. 
5, May 2001 (pages 958-968). 

Regarding claims 5, 6, 20, 21 and 36, Hassan discloses the method stated above 
but does not disclose how the Euclidean distances are calculated. Stefanov discloses 
using turbo codes for systems with antenna diversity in pages 960-962. It would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the 
turbo-coding described in Stefanov in the method of Hassan. The turbo coding 
disclosed observes significant performance gains over the appropriately interleaved 
space-time trellis codes (abstract). 

9. Claims 14, 15, 29 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hassan et al (US 5,968,198) in view of Naguib et al (US 6,693,982). 

Regarding claims 14 and 29, Hassan discloses the method stated above but 
does not discloses a zero-forcing technique is used to carry out the space-time 
decoding. Naguib discloses zero-forcing interference cancellation techniques are well 
known in the art and can be interchanged with a MMSE technique. It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the zero- 
forcing technique of Naguib in the method of Hassan. Zero-forcing provides accurate 
interference cancellation required to remove noise and allows data to be recovered 
correctly (column 10, lines 5-61). 
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Regarding claims 1 5 and 30, Hassan discloses the method stated above but 
does not discloses a minimum mean square error decoding (MMSE) technique is used 
to carry out the space-time decoding. Naguib discloses using the MMSE to cancel 
interference and discloses in certain cases the MMSE approach will have a better 
performance as compared to the zero-forcing case (column 10, lines 6-61). For this 
reason, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the MMSE technique of Naguib into the method of Hassan. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin M. Burd whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3008. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9 am - 5 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 



organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



supervisor, Jay Patel can be reached on (571) 272-2988. The fax phone number for the 



Kevin M. Burd 
3/14/2007 




KEVIN BURD 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



